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Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed on January 17, 2006 has been fully 
considered but are not deemed persuasive. 

• Claims 1-48 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant argues "Mukaiyama could not disclose a client 
terminating execution of a first component responsive to 
receiving and indicator from a server that a second component has 
terminated execution.'' Page 15 last paragraphe. Examiner notes 
the combined reference of Mukaiyama and Nishida disclose the 
argued limitation. For example, Mukaiyama teaches " The screen 
data is returned to the client device 30 that originally 
outputted the screen data request by the Web server part 22 and 
the network interface part 21. The client device 30 (displaying 
applet) receiving the screen data displays the status description 
string included in this screen data, and sends requests for the 
files, names of which are included in the screen data. Then, the 
client device 30, by displaying image data sent from the Web 
server part 22 in response to each request, complete the 
displaying of the device-details screen 31 (see FIG. 2)." 
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Mukaiyama shows in response to each request, completing the 
displaying of the device-detail screen 31 (in essence terminating 
it) . Mukaiyama also shows "Furthermore, it is possible to adopt 
the device-details screen request responding: part which generates 
the device-details HTML data including data for causing the 
client device to send termination notifying message to the 
management server when use of the device-details HTML data is 
terminated, and to add a deleting part for, when termination 
notifying message is received, deleting usage situation 
information relating to a client device that has outputted the 
termination notifying message from the usage situation 
information storing part." Col. 2, lines 64- to col. 3 line 19. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mukaiyama et al U.S Patent No. (6631407) in 
view of Nishida U.S. Patent No. (5619697). 

As per claim 1, Mukaiyama et al teach a method in a data 
processing system (fig. 1) having a client (clients 30 and 
device 10) and a server (management server 20) , the method for 
remote processing at the client, the client having a first 
component of a service application (Java supporting browser 
application/ downloaded applet) the server having a second 
component of the service application (fig. 7, web server part 22 
uses java applet class applications and html document files) , 
the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving from the server a request to execute the first 
component (the server send html data including an applet tag 
causing the client device to execute the device detailed screen 
display process col. 4, lines 10-17 and col. 9, lines 48-67); 

initiating execution of the first component based on the 
received request (the client web browser is instructed to 
execute a downloaded displaying applet col. 9, lines 48-67); 

after initiating execution of the first component, 
instructing the server to initiate execution of the second 
component (client requests the execution for files stored at 
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element 25 of the server col. 9, lines 32-67 and col. 11, lines 
24-38) ; 

receiving a completion indicator from the server indicating 
that the second component has terminated execution (col. 9, 
lines 32-67 and col. 11, lines 24-38); and 

terminating execution of the first component module 
responsive to receipt of the completion indicator (change 
notifying packet and termination notifying message is sent col. 
9, lines 32-67 and col. 11, lines 24-38. see also col. 12, lines 
15-53) . 

Although Mukaiyama et al shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention including a Web server sending a notification 
committing request and a termination notifying message to a 
client, he does not show explicitly an indication that a second 
component in the server has terminated execution. 
Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and would 
have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by 
Mukaiyama et al, as evidenced by Nishida USPN. (5619697). 
In analogous art, Nishida whose invention is about An inter- 
processor communication for performing message communication 
between processors and multi-processor real time system for 
communicating among a plurality of processors at real time with 
the inter-processor communication system, disclose a client and 
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a server are operated in a plurality of processors, a client 
executing a subroutine call to utilize the function of the 
server as a service. Thereafter, a request message is sent from 
the client to the server to request the service of the server, 
and the client is set to a ready state. Thereafter, the service 
is executed and completed in the server. Thereafter, a response 
is sent from the server to the client to inform the completion 
of the service, and the completion of the service executed in 
the server is confirmed in the client. [Col. 2, lines 24-33]. 
Giving the teaching of Nishida, a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would have readily recognized the desirability and the 
advantage of modifying Mukaiyama et al by employing the system 
of Nishida in order to synchronize the processing of events and 
the transmission of processed results between a client and a 
server in a real time. 

As per claim 2, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
further comprising the steps of: 

receiving a user command to execute the service application 
(col. 9, 32-67); and 

requesting the server to send the request to execute the 
first component (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, lines 1-17) . 
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As per claim 3, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 
wherein the server request includes an identifier of the second 
component of the service application (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, 
lines 1-17) . 

As per claim 4, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
further comprising the steps of: 

determining whether the first component and the second component 
are available for execution (col. 5, lines 31-54 and col. 9, 
lines 1-47) . 

As per claim 5, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein: 

the request to execute the first component is included in a 
web page with a URL identifying the second component (col. 3, 
lines 5-37 and col. 11, 56-63); 

the server is instructed to initiate execution of the 
second component by returning the URL to the server (col. 9, 
lines 44-65 and col. 11, lines 29-63), and 

the received completion indicator from the server is 
included in a response to the returned URL from the client col. 
9, lines 44-67 and col. 11, lines 29-63). 
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As per claim 6, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the server is a web server (fig. 7 , web server part 22) . 

As per claim 7, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the first component comprises one of a plug-in and an 
applet, which is executed by loading a web page in a browser 
application executed at the client, and wherein the second 
component comprises a servlet scripted at the server (col. 4, 
lines 10-29 and col. 11, lines 42-62). 

As per claim 8, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the service application comprises at least one 
application selected from the group consisting of a print 
operation, a visualization operation, a storing operation a 
rendering operation, a mathematical operation, and a logical 
operation (fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 31-44) 

As per claims 9, 18,27, 46 and 48, these claims have similar 
limitations as claim 1 and 5 combined. Therefore, they are 
rejected with the same rationale. 

As per claim 10, 19,28, 45, and 47, these claims have similar 
limitations as claim 1 above. Therefore, they are rejected with 
the same rationale. 
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As per claims 37 and 40, these claims are directed to a client 
data processing system with similar limitations as claim 1 
above. Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 
Mukaiyama et al further teach a memory and a processing unit 
(see figs. 1 and 3 and 6) . 

As per claims 41 and 44, these claims are directed to a server 
data processing system with similar limitations as claim 1 and 9 
above. Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 
Mukaiyama et- al further teach a memory and a processing unit 
(see figs. 1 and 3 and 6) . 

As per claims 2,11 and 20, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
further comprising the steps of: 

receiving a user command to execute the service application 
(col. 9, 32-67) ; and 

requesting the server to send the request to execute the 
first component (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, lines 1-17). 
As per claims 3,12 and 21, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the server request includes an identifier of the second 
component of the service application (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, 
lines 1-17) . 
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As per claims 4,13 and 22, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
further comprising the steps of: 

determining whether the first component and the second 
component are available for execution (col. 5, lines 31-54 and 
col . 9, lines 1-47) . 

As per claims 14 and 23, Mukaiyama et al as modified teach the 
invention, wherein : 

the request to execute the first component is included in a 
web page with a URL identifying the second component (col. 3, 
lines 5-37 and col. 11, 56-63); 

the server is instructed to initiate execution of the second 
component by returning the URL to the server (col. 9, lines 44- 
65 and col. 11, lines 29-63), and 

the received completion indicator from the server is included in 
a response to the returned URL from the client col. 9, lines 44- 
67 and col. 11, lines 29-63). 

As per claims 6,15 and 24, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the server is a web server (fig. 7, web server part 22) . 

As per claims 7,16 and 25, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the first component comprises one of a plug-in and an 
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applet, which is executed by loading a web page in a browser 
application executed at the client, and wherein the second 
component comprises a servlet scripted at the server (col. 4, 
lines 10-29 and col. 11, lines 42-62). 

As per claims 8,17 and 26, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the service application comprises at least one 
application selected from the group consisting of a print 
operation, a visualization operation, a storing operation a 
rendering operation, a mathematical operation, and a logical 
operation (fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 31-44). 

Conclusion 

4. ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded -of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 



Application/Control Number: 10/024,950 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2153 

expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 571-272-394 9. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained form the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
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be obtained from either private PAIR or public PAIR system. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
YB 

Art Unit 2153 




